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(i) 4K'3iM 4 3JTO4 1994 4 3l4TO TOTTOT 5RTT4 ^ TO 41 41 I 

41W1 4 TORT TO3 TOIIcTO 4 X TO TO4TO OtRto TO 41 3Tk 11 "v^dlf 
94 34 WET 4 fcETT I 


(ii) ^tpM 4 1995 4 TTO TORTf4f4 TO W1 f4>3! Aik 3 h 4<41 4lcR 4 
f^enf^T cRt 34 TOTTf4fT 14ETT I iJTO 3R3TOT TOTTeRT SRI 19 3 ]rTt 4 1995 
34 ^4 6 RJeTT i 1994 4 ^ TOTT3 4 TO f43T TOT I t44T 

34 ^4 3T41 41 3ff43> eff 3 tR <JTET 3fk TO eTF[ TO f4^ TV 4 | TO 
3T4eT 1997 4 TTO 3fR Re illf^cbl 3lRsid TO 41 TO? 3jR WT3 34 TOT 
(431 TOT I 


(iii) ?41 4 itot tottor trjto utRtotot 4 41 ^3 41 el 34 34 4 totoi 44Ret 
f?TO 3 fk 22 to4 2000 34 3tt43T toRct to f4m i ^ to c4r 
rto44t 44 4 TORI ^11 (4 el TO?t f4RTT TOT I 


(iv) TO34 / 3ETTO 2000 4 41 Re toRtTO 3l1cET ^TOtR 4> fe^ 3TT3 4R 

^t torttcet 4 41 tot tort 344^tot34 34 ^ to f4ro 3fR Re 

3|R|TO34 34 441 TO'T TO fcRTT I 


(v) to 5TO 44 to f 4 r 4 KTO 414 ( 44 <j 4 > Rtotto 3 i 41 eT to 4 to ^ t, 
4Rrt<to 4 4 R 3441 4 3 r 4 teT tort 44 3 lR tottot trjto tttRtotot 4 
to 4 3 Rro to 3t4to tottot tott 4 34 4?4f4e to 4 4 feR? to^isEt 3e4 
TO 31^43 f^TOT I 


(vi) 41ronM 4 4 R 3 4R rRtRtot totot e41 34 3?ro 44 rtto 4 tottort 
tr^to jttRtotot 4 bto4r to 4 3fR stttotot to4ti4 to 4 4 fen? tot 

331 Rb To TOT£TT RfEIT TOT TO RE ^TT TTOR 34 to 43T4 44r 3TOTO4 4 

totRht f4e 4 441 3fR ^tt4 tort eto 3toj 41 TOef 34 toet 441 I 



[Hmm—73FS4] 


HTOT <I'SI79 : 7WI*1K U I 


3 


3.1 #W7 3t«jt^t 7ftr?mM 7>r 3 ft? ftftmr mrmmsft/ m?rcmT3TT 7ft 

yf?)Pif$m mmT3fr mT mrTf orf^mcr mim) 7f fen? artrf^cr 7m fern w I mm) mm 

3TfiFRfr 77 7T?3m - 


37)77 f^TffrT dl^^l ^fflRlVTH (^*HjcU?) 


T^IMtH U7c<b mf?T3m7 ^RI TSTTSmT 7T3ff?tm ww ftJft cRTtf^i e(^ 777 777 
^TeT^ TTeft 77^4) W(sb7l 7 tT 7, 7#7? ^7)7 l^frf^FT 3ft? 37f&77m mTTR 7f 

f^m TrftTm FT^ft i 3m h^imth m^cm mf^TTmw mt nwet A mmetn 7777 tt1%7 
3ft? TTf&rf^mn mratm tr^imi i 


7srm mfi r sg 73 ttM tm? ( qmtfl^ anf) 


(i) #iw! gm mm7 3rmi4cH ^r f^t^nmmr <tt> f^? 77 t 3ft? tbtttT 7 
^j,om jnf^fRuy 77 7775)7 trt? 3 k 7 t? Tmmw 37) ■£ m) 4" f447 trtt 
1 


(11) TftmnM 4 1994 4 fam mm mr f^crmmm mcm? wi 7 tt 4 7ft 
mw t 4 4t mr mm m?m-cn mjeT? mf^Tmw arRfrm A 7 # sn 1 


(in) 7 BNth u^em 71773 mrniEfrn e)4 3 ? tttw tt4, 2000 A mf^i 

tttti 3 ) 3F('xHh i mym w^ct? 'fmf)?m Timm (4 hc) "4 3?47? m 'S 1 ? u 1 
37 m siiRd m?4 4 3mm«) tt 773 28 smm 2000 t4 44)3 7 ft 4437 
14? 1 ? 4 1 4 3 ) 7m Hi*idi rnmr#7 7t?t 771 sit i 37 7f4jmff4t t4 hihcii 
'Vftm 4377 %3, H6NTH M^ecb TTf^TTTT 3f 7751 T77)71 7m) 75 3137? 77 
e77 77 MI 7Tf4? SJT | i 994 4 ttjr 34 7^ 34 31 777 7 f^TTTT 77 BTEJ 

•mm 1 cm 4f fAvfa m 373 m? ^ ffcm 37 7777 4 l 
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(iv) f^fcl gt fdgRJ 3gftR gg tftd cbl4c||$ gRgt, gftgTpM 4 FFTgTTg 
iRjeR HlRlgR u l gff gRcf gRggg £tffl f4?l~ggR MrH y^eg> gt fefg 'RllRld 
g^f gf ^TgtaiT gg Mglg gRgl eft Wl-5 f4gl % afR -y.| | i| | el g cfYI ggg ggfg 
4 r 4 4 RgT ^3TT 1? I 

(v) g4 1994 gTcft fMS 3?g ggR # I ^ TO 11 W Ftg^ ^ftggFRT 
griiRg £ gfr amnRgfr gft apRt ggRftgR gitgg w yf^FRf ^ wt gg 
TJYT 3TggR 4ct t, ^RT gYR TORT gt gfRtRt R gPT Ftdt £ I 3TR: 
TO RtRT gt M RyH gg tf^-RFF Ft4 gg gftf gfgg M 3TTRT 3lk ^Rt 
grRT RJRT gg RF Rg> ftgFR Ft RTRT t % 3RTTeiRnr Rg gt Rggft 
aTogf^gl FFRW gRt 4 ^1441 gft TO RrRT gR'g'd gt tflTR 3Tg4 gTgR 
gft gf fcFg ed'lRilf^d gR^ gg g>l4 f^RIT l f4f4"g> g>l4'Tllfi gRFT 
3T5f%RT t cRfifc^ 1994 gt gig gTOI3Tt gt RgT RtF M gt fctcllgRg'g ^ 
RPJldfiR<h Ft RRT eU 

fj^H grf&rei ( gg#jjft ) 

(i) grTR RIRT gRI gttggt 3 atFgTfdcf gggf gg gt ggTR g$t M g^R gft RTdf 

t : Trfct 4t.g. amgR gg gggf gg ggj^i f^R ri 4 gTPt f^Rg gjetg aw 
ftrcrcbl ggjcft g^fM gr gft RRft t aftg gftgg tow jdtr ftigigft ggjeft 
f%f4g RTFdt 4t gtt RTcft t I f^m R^t R RgT RRg 

RFR gRR gg£R gRdf t Rg 4 3g^I ^ feT? ^tgg^ gT>Rt # I 

aggggtgt ggjfeTgf 3TTgRl9t git ggft g^dt t I Mg RT^gt gg 
TO RfRI ^ gnst mgT WTOTT TO % g^RR ggR fMftcI Rg gt 
ggch Rivd if %f4d gR Mild % aftg g£l gg> f4g gg gtMgt gt 

1M? 4t ggR ■^ftg gR f^g Rt^ t IMfPd ^gRTIg FtgT t I 

(ii) ^ftgRiM g^t RTgTfrRT ggRftgR g^n4 tR f^TOT Rgf?t gsd g^t RRTOT gg 

gTggT gRgT g? g?T ?JT aftg gf^gR gg Ft RTgT gR^ft 

4t 3Trf : gftgrpftdt 4 4^? gd - gRT grdt cfc feTg 1994 ^ gtdgg gFRW 

ggRf Ft ^ g7g 41 I ggg gF gfg arfdg^ eft I 

(iii) 6 gjRTl 94 gt gFct g#fR g^TR gitgg g^RR ggRt gg gFg gR fcRIT 

gRd St gg^ ^fgMtdt gRT ggt 4 3RggRR gR f4g ggd ^ gdtgg 
ggtdt 4 gfMft gt gFRR ggRt gft gtjcft ^g4t 4t I FR gggg 

gRgf4gRn Rt RF t f4> ^fgg g^R RF eTFlf ^ fM 4 RF Rf t 

aftg ggg gft vRT g% grft ^gRgg gft TOTTggl ^ gR t gfl R% 

gMl ?5tF f4g gtt fWfd ^ RFTgT g%gt I 
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fiv'l ftt RttRR ifttR RR ftt fftRR-fftfft ft f^rq fRTRT RTfftj fttR 

RdfttR <fRft RTRrftjft<R ^R Rft RR RR1RTR RRRT RTffft RRf ftfftR ftRRR 
RRTft ft Reft ft RRR RR5R gRl 17 fftcRR 95 ft RT^R ft 3rfft?]1%fR ftt 
ftt 1 3ftft 98 ft RF£ RRRT RTftft ftfa RTF? ft RtRl ftt, RfftfftjR RRRR 
Um fftRRRR ft RRRt ftt 1 Rftftf 2000 ft fftqifftd fftRT FIRT RTfft? I 

(V) RFRRR R^cRT RTfftfRR ft ft fttRR RRft ftftjfftl RR RRR1 ft 3T«|ft 
WffW Rftftt ft feTCJ ftftR RFRR RRR RRTR RR fft RTX? 3ffa 15 
fft ft RTF 10 f^E^oRT fftt ftftt ft STJRfft Rrr fftft TJRH RRR- Rft 

fft W? I 

gfem RRcftR 5TTf x> | vRI ft R^TR ftRR (ftg njjfc j ta ft ) 

fiWR ftftR RRRt ft RtRRt ft^ft RRR ^RTR ^ 94 *1 RR RRR ft 
ft RfR RgPTrH y^erh ftftRRR ft WRRT ft Rift ft ft I 3TR ftft 
yft^RRR ftftRR ft 3TT ^JRR t ftt ftftlRR ft RRRlft 'ftfftjR ft ERTR ft 
R3RR RF ftcR ftRT 1% ftftfRR ^r RRftt ft RERRTRT ft ft? r RRft 
fft ft \Rh«IR ft ^TT RTRct RR RRTRT-T gift I ^fTft ?R RTRct ft Rft ^ft 

wgftt rtt rrr ft siftu i 

RRftfa Rftfo ftftrgfftgi ftr (3 n| ? ^?^ ) 

WRH JT^eRl tfttRRW ft ?R Rift ft FfFft RRRT Rlfft ft Rft 
RRfft WRlft ft ftftfftcT 3f|efft RRRTRR RR 47 Rqftcf fftRR Iftfft.I 

eRT Rl(ftv> I 

Pl<IM (l s l 'Hft)3TTft) 


H6NTH iRJRR RlfftcfRUT Rft ftftRTRR gRT fftg RR ■M'RfTftRR RR ?ftfRR T 
RRRT Rllft 1 ? | 

3.2 ftftRRJR ft 3{Rft 12 2000 ft RR gRT ft} ftt.R. ft ERR, ft^RI CRtftRRRT, 

ftRRft ftt fftftfl RIR ft! Srfft ftftt ft | ^Rfft IRftft RR ftt ft fft RRTRTRf R?]Rf7 
RlfftRRR ft arft^T ftt ft^Rft ft chlftd ftlRIfteR? gRT 3ffftftfftR ftftR-E?icf7 ftlRRRR) IR. 
ell^ (ftdl RT RRRTT ft ftR RlfftRRR ftt fftR Rrftftft ft ctfftR RRR eft ftfRR iftrRR rritr 
RRT ft ftt tJR; fftftfftT RRft fttR cfiftRft RR iftgRUf RRfft Rft gRjftf yft ft) 75 fftry r ft| 
RRfft RR1 ttfftRfftct RRft RR RTfftcRR ft | 
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4. } 3RRT 27 MM 2000 gT gR §RT 3M rMr gR?R f%g t I 

TOqg'M ^ gRTRT t % g^R g^RR ggRt gT Rgg 3 ^ Mfg gPRlM gRI 

fcRJ gg Mg M gggft gM gT fclRTET 3 #R RlM k fcRg t M gpMf wm 

•RTglRR gft M M ^ IRReff g^T 19 95 k Rgftgg g^eR k 37JRR 

22 RggR 2000 gT gj^R gRRR gM gg ^JgcTH gM gg rM Mg t I ^ 

g7£T t M W$ RTgk gfcTg gg^gTf gftgg'M gRT grfM g>T gf rM gg Mg M 
gT gTg $ g^t RT Rggft t I v^glM ^ gTMRR k gggtg Ml t M gg gRRt ^ 
Rrrareflg Mr gr ggRg ^r ggkgkt grt flfceigra rMr gR £ I 

5.1 gT Rg^gR Rg g?r jrtcf #CRRg cPT sfR 3RR MRg ggtgRTgf/ 
jpfrgRigff gft gMrM Mengf grt Rggg gg Mg gfMr rM gr fkg Mr gR 
gf t M ijtpM g^ 3R^g grr ggr g Mtr Mrt rtr i 

5.2 TfhgenM gT Mlk g> RRR 3 t?gM, MRTgg 3#7 gRgftglf } gM 
M t Mgg RR ?R MR t > 

ffo^RH gTf&Rg 3*gg (qgvfrift) 

MMkt gTt fM Mg gT Mg 3gfref gRft g# M ift gRg 

grt Rg Mr Mr rrt gr M M MRigg g> rtr gRgT 

g|f^ 3RT: WRRT glJcgT MlgRR g*RW gg ggg gR RgTRT t gfR W® 
gM 3 ^ VR ^ ^R^tgRgMt gT MM ggggf gRg> 3TFf 

g?Mr ggrf gg Rggft t l igMRR gg Mg arfcfg Mgrg #3 RggTRg 

Ti JR^g fcggT RT RgRg t ggtfcg gggTRg cgt ^IgW ^ M RTM 

g^f ^nft 1 wg M gM gg wgR g^f Mr t gt M gggg M 
ggg rr gggr gr^ ggfM ^ ift gr RgRg I 

g#Rg TJvfe (^k|R^kj) 


(i) aifet 2000 $ Rg gfl g?t g^ gR ^ RTgRg MTgg Mg gRT Sg 

RR Rgg mtol % ^R MR RR gMR gRRR ggR" g^t RTIggftg M 

gr rtM M Mrt rt 1 

(li) M gTfrrgg 1994 g^ 11746 ^(k 1997 git 5806 3 feR gg Mg gft 

tilquu 28 3TRRT 2000 M gff M 3?k ^ftgg4kt g>1 gg kRdl gR^T k 

fcR gR gR gg Rgg fadl RI M ^g>4^ g?1 3lk Mt RcRgr RTg RT 
gTgcf g^t RTRRg RRTRg ^ Rgg kfg M ggt g>t RgfrfelR gR^T fefg 
gTMRR ^ gRT M Mt RTg I g7^ MgMt ^ M 3 McT glMf gR ^ 
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RR R^RT^ RRRT R^5T ^5TR t I ^Rt W ^ ^ REZRT, 

(RfM*M) ^ oiiRtura rr Rt f^rc^RR arifa r 5) f% r^£rr r^rr rrr) 
Rt RT^f^Trr ^Rf RTRef A RSRRftTf RTRTRRT RTRt <£ feP? RK RTRRT RRTWR 
PlftRRR RTf #Gf f^RT RR | 

(iii) RR RtTR M^och (cRt Ri HlR) i) Ri~?rTRR RR-T feR ^"Rff^TRf TIM RRTif 
Rf t Rt RftfJRTM RTt JJRfRRT RT$ RR^t Rf RRRJ ITTfHRRR Rf RfRR^ W 
Wlf^J I 

(iv) sretar RTwaff 4 rt ^#?ft f rt^’^rrr 3 #? rrrr ?rrj \iufc 
Wtf^RVR A f^Rfc^ #TtrM ^ Hlftefi t WRTR JRJRR7 JTTf^RR 
R>f Rt?ef f?t feTCR % f^7 cR ^Rx^A Rt RTRPRT RR^f fcR ^RF RTRef ^t 
?RR&R R^f I RRMRT^ 3lk ^IRRcR } ift Rtft RRfR $ R^RfR £ | 

wr^fa RtiivRiv^ f^m (TRRftanf) 


(i) RftTRPM RR R? ftcTFR RTRRT RfTRT?ftR t aft? ^Rftf^R WRfR JRpR 7 
nrf^RROI RTRef A FRTSR R^f RR RTcRcTT, ^ RR^ RTRRf t aft? RfTRTR 

^ ^ I ^tRfPR } apj^ 9 2001 R> tfR gRT W7 RR Rf 

RRR°T !|W| ^ fct> RHR>| Rl^R RR) R R<ftR>TR f^>i)| RR | Rf?jtf£}RT RR5TR0T 
SRR RR RTRRT RR RRf RRrf^R RTRefr RR RTRR | m RJTRT#R R# t I 

(ii) Ref A RftRRtM % Rf^RR f^eff Rfl ^RT ?Tcf RR RTRT RRRT RR f^RT % 
1% TJcf RfRltfaR 3fk RRtfetcf R^f ^ #R RRTR R?t RT% 4 Tjfc ^ 3RR 
?RT Rt RRRft R^eft ^T R?t RR*ft I 3fR: 7R 1%R^ef RRR t RR 
RReff R"IRT#^f R^f t RRfffcR RTRfTRR ^ 3R^ 22 RcfsR 2000 ^ RTT^RT 
RR RffRR 7R cfTRfR f^NRFT RR f^RT t RRTtf?fR RfJeRf ^ W 

r^tr rrrt jnrr^f rt 22 rrrr 2000 rrrt ?Trt 1 rr rrr 6 

94 ^ 21 RRRR 2000 Rf 3Rrf?f C^ f?R RRtf^lR RR|^ f%TT 

RT^ ^ Rf^ ^ f\ RTRTefR {JRT f^RT fefRT RRTf t I 

(iii) RfTRTeTR gRT ^tRR f^RfT RR7 R^frf?fR R^f t Rfefr RT^ft RReftR 

WRt gSt eJRRT A RTR^t 3fto % f^RRff Plf^RR ^RT RR tJRfcfrTR RRRT 
3HN?RR t I 3fR: R^Rf fcfRR RRT t f^> RRRRR Jf^eRf HTf^TRRR R^f 
RTR^ ^ RfRSR RRRT Rlf^ afk ?Rf Rl^ A RT^ft ^ t^RR RTRf ^T%f I 
^RRt JTTMrRR Rft ^Rf RRTR RR «M RX? JRJRRff ^ Rftf^Rf Rff f^£ft% 
RR^T ^ Rf^TRRT I 
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6, fatnRrw fa anrfa 4 RHRfa 2001 fa rr strt rri RpanfaRR rrret RffRTfa fa 

ffaRTR ffaR ^nfa fa feR faEIT fa I RfrWE fa fat ^53TTcT HRT {f>W RRTEE TJRT 

IfaRRR, 5^H RTTfatn wfat fa fagTRR MR fat Rfa <JeRT, faERt Rixfafal RVT*fi fa Ifa RJRR5 ffafa 
Rfa fafaHT fatR f^RKuflR RpW fast fa fafafar ffaRRUT RToFE ffar? £ | fa?RT R&R ^Rf 
MRE fa :- 

(i) fatfaRfatfa RRT ^fafafaffal RRR RR^ fat RRHRt 3ffa RgR 3tffaRT t 3ftE RRR 

RERftR RxfR fa fat RfT Rfat faffanfat Ran Ufac-fal fa RERR Rfafa faET Rfat fa I 

(ii) ^RT RTRct fa RRTERR fa fan? ofa RETE ERI RTetfa RTcfa faERdfaRlfat fa 
ilfM fatR RftRRRR fatfat fa TTRR fatE faETTEfa Rfa Efafat fafat I 

(iii) RRIRtFT Ji^cE> mf^TRRRI RRTRTR 'ETTElt fa 3T5JER1 Etfafa RTReft RE ffafaE 
R^fa fag ETEcT EIRERE RE RfafaEEE RPR ERffatfan PlREE £ I 

(l‘v) #RRRR RTteRR fa fafa ETEE fa eftfad ^ET ETRct fa REdfaT REEt fatE 
ffaRffa%d fa ere fa chi^di4 n^fat RR ongfaE rert fa ■- 

(cp) Efr^Efatfat fa EEtEdTfa! Rfa f^R Rlfa RTet RgR fat fatffad ffagw 
EIRE RE REfad ffaETE REfa fR EffaE fa fa^fa RdE fa fat 3RE faEE Rdfa fa 
MR fad R?JeEfa fa 3FJRITR fat EERE 5IW RlffaEjffad REfat , 

(E3) EjE 1994 fa WfaR faETEE EEjEEfa Rfa ^Rn| 1994 fa fafRRf 
RfafaRRUT gIRT ffarfftd fanr ^jfa rj^ R^ HRJRR-7 fa ETTR fat Rlfa'H OR) 
Rtt Rfa 3TRf it fa 3faRRTfaR7 RIR fa &FI RE?fa I 

7, RRT mnfa fa 25 RRRfa 2001 Rfa fa^fa fa fat RR fa fa fa fafafTa fa RfajRR ^RRTfa fat 

nfa I RPgRR RfERTfa fa PlHffalR4R ffafaRR JfRd,R ffaR RR - 

fa^rf fafarre TTfas Rfa1lfan?YM 


(i) RITRTeIR fa RTffaRERR fat fafasf fa ?RI RIRet Rfa falfa EPRfa fa Rfa faRR fal 

(11) fafadfafa R^r RtRRT fa ffa RR ffaRTRR^ ffafad fa I RRT RR cTJTUTR gIRT 

RT Rfanfa RR RTIRTR RRR cfat Rifat RE^fa fa ffa^ fa ? 

(ni) rri rfrr Rnfat farm - farm fafa'nqn fa I 



EvptIII— 3sr°s~4] _ rkt mw^m s mvm _ 9 

(iv) RR *T tecf nteR JTRT tef ten n«ten ^rut ^[teR RTRR nte 
^ fcP? ift ^ 3TT^ # I 

(v) te 3RnW! rr ^ £ | 

(vi) RsT 1995 $ RF R tetejte te ^ «ft RR W mftefRR arften A A\ 
tef «n I tel RTRT t fifc 3R BIT fflteRR '<T tel R 5^teR RRf ate 

^T?fr^R <tte te af^SrTT <3Rcf ft I 

(vii) RFTRT tete T)r fTT MfcR te RRilte te R nURI ?Hte tel te^TT 
nrn sjt I arc ^fte rtrtcr ^ nter ^ ftente Rite ^ te t aRr= 
tentete "SR infteRR te Rfi RMI | 

nrete RgTyRTte ftm (qtetant) 

wn ^r nfte A te te rp; nte te ftete te teteR m ter 1 1 Rite wr 

^TeRTT f? tete ^ Rite R fcfrTR cfRR ^fRcf t I fte W RRTlte tef W ? 

RR RJRT ( # I? rte<*) ) 

(i) wr gRi ^ jnrrc te te te rpj nte r ate tei nm sit i 

(ii) ri nrnRr arte te rrucri A A i 

(iii) nnwn *r te te after te ars^rei nrc te teteR ur ten t I 

/ 

(iv) tecT Wte tete te terte “ te te te ftete ten rtci t ! telntete 
'<gnrte 95 te ciiyY'tg tette nRnr rtbcit te i Rite te? ■nnsfltn ten rt 
RRfRR te I 

(v) ^ Rite ete tetsn ante tete i Rite 
3TRrar Rite BnRT nnwi riricr te te tet nnrte w Rnpft | 

8. rt nrte n>t ntetet ^ ten nnite ^mnr c£ tef ^ te ^R i f 
^ te nn tet r fte te r ftertete tefci mz teft t :- 

(i) mteRR ^ te 2000 A nter 3ite ^ 3T5 ^r ter ^ nm A rriri 
teem te $ rri ri r ter ^fte/tete ^ fte teten tef ten 


b?i%j)Abdb^- 
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TOT FFftft FF TORT TO FTFeTT TORT TOcT TOTFTeT ft! TOT TORTTefTO ft! 
ftTO ft TOTST TOFRlftTO FT I 

(li) FFTcT TO 3TF TOT TOTFTftTO TO ftl"3 gRI fTOSTF TO' TOFT FFT ft I FTFcT ft 
fftTOr ftTOtotofM arertcT ftftRTW ft fw ft TOft fft ft I 

(iii) ft TORT T3TO TOTOcRT TO ^TOl3 ft TOTO TO ft I TOTFTRF ft 
TOT nfcT^TcT 3TTft?T ft TOTTft fttft ft fft*><g TOTO 3 TTTOt ft fftFT TOTO 

RtrotftTcT TO! ftr tojTO fTO toff ft 22 fftot 2000 ft toTO ftr tojTOt ft 
TO TO I 

(iv) TOTOcRT ft TOftTOFF TO TOT FTFeT ft FTft TOFR TOFT TO ftft ftTO Ft! 
c-TFTt ft I 'T^TOTTO ft ITTfftTOFF ft TOT TOTef ft TRcftPT FRft TOT TOjftF 
TOcT TORT TOT FTcT TO WlTOd TOFT I vTOTft TOFT TORjftcT gRT ft Ft RTF 
TO FTO ftft TO TOF TOTOT ft ftTO ft fft TOflcT ft TOTOTO ft TOTfff TOTO 
ftfft ft ^Icjv^g JTTf^TOR TOT FPTcft ft TNffTOr 'TO FTOcTT ft I 

?rTOfft tot ftfftro to ft toto ft Fft TO? ^ti toTOt ft to^ trfTOt f 

toTO ft ft! TOftro TOTO I tot TOTOff ft f^ TOtok toft ft! TOft fft 

TO FFTeTT TOTOT ft vTTO RJTFRTF ft RJEFTTOto TO 3[tTOi ft I FTTO TOTOfiF 
ft TO TOftTOFF gRT !TO? TO? TOTO ’ft fftftTTOF TO FT TOTO? fftft! TO 3 tTO?T 
TO TOdc£d 3TTft?r ft Flft ft TOiftl FF TOTOf TOTft ft FgF TOFT TORRE I 

TOf ftTO thrift ft fTO TOro to? ftr to Fifftrow eft fTO? toftTO TOTOr Fft! 

ftTro 1 


(v) ftft?F<M gRT TOTOTO ft TOW TOfteT FRft ftt TO^Flf TO TOTO Fft! TOFFT 
TO FTOTT I ftFT clftt ftt FTO Ft! ft fftr Tlfft^cT 3TTft?T Fft TTTfftTOF Tft TO 
TO^FTO ft! TO TOft I 

TOtF ft TTfft^TO TOftF ft TO TO ft! TOFT fftTOT FFT ft fftr TRjFFft TO ijft 

pttf ft fTOtror Ft! fftro to ffto i fftfft ftroeRT ^ ftjfr 
FT fftTORI TO fftftF ftftTOfTOft ft 3TTOFT TO TOTF ft TOTO^fTO TOFT tot 
ft! F(ftTOR fti ftft! fftrfft ft FW TOtr ftTFT TO ^F FTFft ft ft! fftftF 
F^fTO 3FfteT TTTfftTOTft ft! TOft I 


Ffft TTTfftFRR ft FF TOT ftft! TOft TOTFTOR TORTOft! ftftroM gRT FTTOcT 

TOTO ft ftftffTO (ftRe) tot toTO! fTO TOtt ftt wft! ft! TO ftftt 
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<w4d'r£t TRTfef ^41d c£ ^ 3TRRf c£ f^ft ^ 3R(TRR ^ uff RT 
TT^Rff t I 3T^eTT ^TfcRT ^lilHJ> (iv) 3 Tl^Rf TT^RRftRcTT/ '^illfckll ^ 
c^rr yTfejRR ^ f^r ^ if wu ^ff RirpTf I 

3T?T: <y|fc|chlcndl3ff cfTt TRSRRn ^StN fen RRTT t? ^ ^TT 5T3TR T> 

^ feirj prefer Tf ttr^ I 

(vi) twrt w ^ fen rt tt5rtt % fcp ^epM gfr ^r nmR 3 ir?^ $ 

m4f fefRR %ij mf^RR t? tpt£ ^ ^ ^rf ^ren anrpft I v% 

4 m ^ fen t tfrff frfcrRr m RetRr ^ nRrnr 

3 4 M^R 'flWIij smRft > 

(^) 3n^r Rnfa 3 nRr4n nr^ 4 4arr Rmfrr ?t miRfr 

t I 

(®) ithtt 4 cf^n n? 4 mmr 41 c 5 4 mra anftR m 

nmcn crrrr r? mnRT t I 

(vii) #qm?r? 3Ri nnlwraff ^ ^ fe? t f^ m 4nn-m^ 

4tt?nn?R anf^ wtft ?Rt 4 r cfcicF n4nR utrt miR-ici irgRR 

Tjfcfan? ^Lid<^ cp'R^ 4 fcR if) fuR^R f? i mr^rtf f^f£rr> f^rfct 4 
nRster 3 mftRpRor 4 f4^? ^n rr w nm4 4 ^RTRjRf (*ffe) 4t 

RRl RRR[ RTRmb t i 


(viii) <pw IRtfaviT WR’Sff ^ RR f^TT t fe mf^RR fefRR 4 RR *R fR 
RRef # naRERTT ifR WRIT t I RRj, RF Tinn R^f t fe WReTRT 4 ^Rt 
# nsnnR wr # afk ^ n?ei^ t fe n? mf^RRR 

tom t, nTRR«i tom n^r ! 


9. mR u IIH'W'RM SflR RR^cRT cfTRoft % cT«TT f34R-|cR^ cf> 3TTETR R?, STfelRR 
^rar # f% ^n nm^ ^ ^rr iRn^n ^Rn£ fen? f^fen ^r ^Rrt 
ntf #ht I 3R: i?^te Rn?^H $ aR^n^ren ^ ^uRd f?tRn rrt £ i 


Rr. TTTErtT, artq^T 
[Rjinn/III/lV/T43/20oo/3TOT, ] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 


in9w uemi, tne 1st March, 2001 


d * r 11 / 2 °P°- CHPT - ,n exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Maior 

Port Trusts Act 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the represen¬ 
tation submjted by the Chennai Steamer Agents’ Association relating to fixatlonof container storage 
charges at the Chennai Port Trust, as in the Order appended hereto. container storage 


{> Vi tol/9Q*>'**> 





SCHEDULE 

Case No,TAMP/111/2000-CHPT 


The Chennai Steamer Agents' Association - - - Applicant 

Vs 

The Chennai Port Trust (CHPT) - - - Respondent 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 14th day of February 2001) 


This case relates to a representation submitted by the Chennai Steamer 
Agents' Association (CSAA) relating to fixation of container storage charges at the Chennai 
Port Trust (CHPT). 

2. In its representation, the CSAA has given the following points: 

(I). In July 1994, container storage charges were considerably enhanced by the 
CHPT. The CSAA filed a petition in the High Court of Madras and stay was 
obtained on 11 July 94. 

(ii). The CHPT, set up a Sub-Committee in 1995 and revised the rates 
denominated in US $. This was approved by the Ministry of Surface Transport 
on 19 July 1995 retrospectively with effect from 6 July 1994. As the rates for 
certain slabs were still on the high side and some now elements were 
introduced, the another writ petition (WP No.5806 of 1997) was filed in April 
1997 and stay was extended. 

(ni). In the meanwhile, the TAMP undertook a general revision of the CHPT and an 
Order passed on 22 March 2000. However, this item was excluded as it was 
subjudice. 

(iv) . The two Writ Petitions came up for final hearing in February/August 2000 and 

the Hon’bie High Court struck down the two Port Trust Notifications and 
allowed the Writ Petitions. 

(v) . After learning that the CHPT was going in Appeal against the judgment, the 

CSAA requested the CHPT to withdraw the Appeal and seek the Intervention 
of TAMP to revise the Container Storage Charges which could not be done 
earlier. 

(vi) . As there was no response from the CHPT, the CSAA has approached the 

TAMP to intervene and do the needful as it felt that such a course of action 
would be in the best interests of both parties saving on time and legal 
expenses. 

3.1. The m presentation of the CSAA was forwarded to the CHPT and various 

users/representative bodies of users for their comments. Comments received from them are 
summarised below: 

The Container Shipping Lines Association fCSLAj 

The arbitration by the TAMP should be most helpful as otherwise a protracted legal 
process will ensue to the detriment of the Port, the Steamer Agents’ Association and 
ultimately to the trade. Therefore, the TAMP should intervene in the matter and secure 
a commercial settlement. 
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Madras Chamber of Commerce and Industry (MCCI1 

(i). The representation made by the CSAA has valid arguments and the TAMP 
must intervene and adjudicate on the container storage rates. 

(n). The TAMP was not in existence when these disputed container storage 
charges were promulgated by the CHPT In 1994. 

(m). The TAMP was unable to include container service charges in the gamut of 
Port tariff revision ordered in March 2000, as the matter was subjudice, but 
after pronouncement of judgment on 28 August 2000, the matter was no longer 
subjudice. The CHPT should then have to use this opportunity to bring up the 
matter to TAMP for a final decision. As to the dispute regarding the rates 
levied in 1994, these can be struck down as per the judgment of the High 
Court. 

(iv) . By directly proceeding to appeal against this judgment, the CHPT has 

excluded utilising the services of TAMP which was specially set up by the 
Government of India for Port tariff and instead continues to waste the Court’s 
time. 

(v) . The situation prevailing in 1994 has since been changed. As many as 11 off 

Dock CFSs are now active which give ample opportunity for the importers to 
have their FCL containers moved away from the Port premises, result'ng in 
less congestion at the Port Trust premises. Therefore, there is little chance for 
the port trust premises being congested and in turn this defeats the argument 
of the Port Trust that their extraordinarily high storage rates were to act as an 
disincentive for consignees to leave their boxes inside the port trust premises. 
Legal recourse is unwarranted since the issue at dispute have been rendered 
almost academic by the turn of events subsequent to 1994. 

The Hindustan Chamber of Commerce (HCC1 

(0 The two levies collected by the Port Trust on cargo imported in containers are 
demurrage charges levied on the cargo on a per MT basis which is collected 
from the consignee and the container storage charges which is co'lected from 
the shipping lines. The shipping lines in turn collect the storage charges f.oi.i 
the consignee when approached for delivery order. Hence, both the levies are 
borne by importers only As the Shipping Lines have running accounts wit'i the 
Port Trust, the storage charges are debited to this account on a regular bus s 
and even for containers that are abandoned which is a loss ‘■o them. 

(it)- The CHPT had been facing the problem of increasing dwell time on imported 
FCL containers and this was also resulting in congestion at the Container 
Terminal. In order to reduce the congestion the CHPT increased the container 
storage charges in 1994, The increase was, however, very steep 

(m). Prior to 6 July 94, the Steamer Agents used to absorb the container storage 
charges However, after the rates were increased abnormally by the CHPF, 
the Steamer Agents have started collecting storage charges from the 
consignees Hence, in actual, the Steamer Agents are fighting this in the 
interest of the consignees and protecting themselves from the prospect of 
losing laige sums of money when the consignment is abandoned. 

(iv) The CHPT should call the Steamer Agents Association for a discussion and 
amicably settle the issue with negotiating and fixing the rate notified bytheGOI 
in the order dated 1 7 September 95 with effect from 1 April 98 with regard to 
the Container Storage Charges and for the Shut out, extra Movement, and 
removal charges may be implemented from 1 April 2000, 
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(v). The TAMP can consider and notify new rates, l.e., the container storage 
charges for FCL containers be deleted and the demurrage charges be 
increased after 15 days after permitting the 10 free days allowed today. 

The Southern India Chamber of Commerce and Industry [SICCD 

The disputed container storage charges were promulgated by the Chennai Port 
Trust way back 94 when the TAMP was not established. Since the TAMP has 
now come into existence and in view of the useful role played by the TAMP it 
will be better if the TAMP can arbitrate in the matter and settle the issue once 
for all This will also save considerable time to ail parties concerned with the 
issue. 

TtLg. <n dig n. i!i lp^a n a| 

The TAMP should intervene and call for all relevant data from all parties concerned and 

give its considered decision. 

The Shipping Corporation of India (SCI) 

The TAMP may take up the representation made by the CSAA. 

3.2. The CSAA vide its letter dated 12 December 2000 has forwarded a copy of the 

legal opinion of Shn. C.A. Sundaram, Sr. Advocate, Chennai who opined that the TAMP’s 
Order can be extended to Customs notified Off-Dock CFSs operating in Chennai and the TAMP 
has the authority to refix the container storage charges during the pendency of WAs and also 
limit levy of storage charges on containers to a period of 75 days. 

4. The CHPT vide its letter dated 27 December 2000 has submitted its 

comments. The CHPT has stated that in respect of container storage charges, CHPT has 
obtained stay against operation of the judgment by learned single judge and the Division Bench 
of the Hon’ble High Court has ordered for payment of container storage charges as per revised 
tariff of 19 July 95 from 22 November 2000 by the Respondent (CSAA). The CHPT has 
mentioned that final action in the matter can be taken only after the outcome of appeal filed by 
CHPT The CHPT has requested the Authority to defer this proceeding, since the matter is 
subjudice. 

5.1. A copy of the above letter of the CHPT has been forwarded to the CSAA and 

also to other various users / representative body of users for their specific comments on why 
the request of the CHPT shall not be accepted. 

5.2 The HCC, CSAA and SCI have sent their comments on the views of the CHPT, 

which are summarised below: 

Tho Hindustan Chamber of Commerce (HCC) 

The judgment against which the CHPT has gone on appeal also had directed 
the Port that they should hold discussion with the CSAA. Hence, TAMP can 
act as an arbitrator and decide the issue by holding joint meeting wherein the 
views of the port and the Steamer agents can be discussed and a consensus 
can be arrived at The decision of TAMP can be filed with the Court for final 
disposal as the court will ha\*e no objection to this arrangement The port will 
also be able to find a way out from the long drawn litigation that may follow if 
the issue is not settled. 

The Chennai Steamer Agents’ Association (CSAA) 

(i). When there was a general revision of the CHPT Scale of Rates in April 2000, 
this particular item 'container storage charges' was excluded by the TAMP as it 
was subjudice 
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(H) The Judgment in the WPs Nos. 11747 of 1994 and 5806 of 1997 was 
pronounced on 28 August 2000 and the CHPT had one month time to decide 
whether to prolong the litigation or to refer the matter to TAMP to revise the 
rates which had to be omitted during the general revision. Instead, the CHPT 
have filed Writ Appeals which action is cantankerous. At this juncture the 
CSAA wrote to the Chairman, (CHPT) and personally appealed to him to refer 
this matter to TAMP for a speedy and early resolution of the issue relating to 
container storage charges. 

(in). When there is an alternate body specifically created to revise port tariff (Scale 
of Rates), the CHPT should have approached the TAMP instead of continuing 
the litigation. 

(iv). User Bodies like the HCCs, INSA and Chennai Custom House Agents 
Association who have a nominee on the CHPT Board have already written to 
TAMP seeking its intervention in the matter with a view to end the litigation. 
The MCCI and CSLA have also made a similar request. 


The Shipping Corporation of India (SCI) 


(l). The contention of CHPT that the matter is subjudlce and, a such, TAMP cannot 
intervene in the matter is totally misleading and not in the interest of the trade. 
The CSAA has very clearly set out the reason as to why the request should not 
be granted, vide their letter dated 9 January 2001. The matter, regarding the 
revised storage charge is no longer subjudice as far as the prospective cases 
are concerned 


(n) Recently, CHPT has started qualifying the container bills with a condition that 
the difference in charges between the pre-revised and revised rates will be 
collected separately It is, therefore, amply clear that the matter is no longer 
subjudice as it has been cleared by the court, vide their order dated 22 
November 2000 stating that the trade will have to pay the container storage 
charges at the rates as per the revised tariff from 22 November 2000 The 
applicability of the revised tariff for the period from 6 July 94 to 21 November 
2000 is only required to be decided by the court 


(in). The revised tariff which has been cleared by the court is not only exorbitant but 
also the highest among all Indian ports which definitely requires to be reviewed 
again. It is, therefore, felt that the TAMP should intervene in the matter and the 
views of the trade should be heard which may help the TAMP to weigh the 
reasonability of the tariff which has been imposed upon the trade 

6 The CSAA has sent another representation vide its letter dated 4 January 2001 

for consideration at the joint hearing The CSAA has enclosed genesis and chronoluqy of the 
case, comparison of storage charges in mam Indian ports comparison in fmr* d j y c in ™ n 
Indian ports and salient points to be considered The mam points are given belo/* 


(i). The CHPf notified charges are already arbitrary, exorDitant, and with no 
relationship to the service rendered or to the tariffs prevailing in other Indian 
Ports 

(u). Prolonged litigation to resolve this issue is a drain on the time and resources of 
both CHPT and CSAA, 

(in) TAMP is the Statutory body empowered by the Government of India to 
adjudicate on tariff matters in Major Port Trusts 
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(iv). The CSAA prays for the intervention of TAMP in this long pending dispute and 
requests the action of TAMP in: 

(a) . Notifying storage charges in Chennai Port prospectively in line with the 

tariffs in other main ports, giving due cognisance to the very limited 
free time extended to users in CHPT. 

(b) . Formalising the application of the storage tariff prevailing in June 1994, 

through the period from July 1994 till the commencement date of the 
new tariff to be fixed by TAMP. 

7. A joint hearing in this case was held on 25 January 2001 at the CHPT 

premises in Chennai, At the joint hearing the following submissions were made: 

Tho Chennai Steamer Agents' Association (CSAA) 

(i). The Court has not restrained the TAMP from looking into the matter 
prospectively, 

(n). CHPT says, it is a deterrent. Is it against congestion by Trade or against Lines 
bringing in containers 7 

(in). There are enough off-dock CFSs now. 

(iv) . Port is duly bound not only to receive containers but also to provide for 

reasonable storage facilities. 

(v) . Rates are abnormally high. 

(vi) , When this rate was notified in 1995, TAMP did not exist. That is why we now 

want TAMP to review and revise the rates. 

(vn). In the general revision, this tariff was not covered on the sub judice 
consideration. Now that the Court has cleared a prospective consideration, the 
CHPT should go back to the TAMP 

The Shipping Corporation of India (SCI) 

Port has accepted the ruling about prospective application. That shows they are willing 
to discuss the whole matter. Where is sub judice? 

The Chennai Port Trust (CHPT) 

(i). Retrospective application was ordered by the Government. 

(n). The whole matter is still in the court 

(hi). The court has implicitly accepted the reasonableness of the rate 

(iv) OnK the ‘date of effect’ remains to be settled The CHPT is willing to fix the 
date as July 95. There can be a settlement 

(v) . If we reduce the rate today, theie will be audit objection Further, it can also 

weaken our case in the court. 
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8, With reference to the totality of information collected during the proceedings of 

this case, and taking Into account the arguments advanced at the joint hearing, the following 
position emerges: 

(i) . This rate was not taken up for review/revision at the time of the general 

revision of the Scale of Rates ordered by this Authority in March 2000 as the 
matter was then pending before a Single Judge Bench of the Madras High 
Court. 

(ii) . The case has since been disposed of by the Single Judge Bench. The case 

was decided in favour of the Petitioners viz., the CSAA. 

(in). The CHPT has gone up in appeal to a Division Bench of the Madras High 
Court which has stayed operation of the impugned Order while permitting levy 
of the revised rates prospectively with effect from 22 November 2000. 

(Iv). The Court has not restrained this Authority from taking up this case for 
prospective consideration. This fact has been highlighted by the CSAA to urge 
this Authority to intervene in the matter. They have also sent a copy of an 
opinion given by their Counsel to the effect that, notwithstanding the pendency 
of the appeal before the Division Bench, this Authority can intervene in the 
matter. 

While this legal issue can be argued both ways, the balance of convenience 
would seem to lie in favour of non-interference. It has, in this context, to be 
recognised that what is in reference, in fact, is an order of a Judge of the High 
Court. Any analysis by and any order of this Authority even on a prospective 
perspective can be seen to amount to expression of opinions about the 
impugned order. And, it will not at all be appropriate for this Authority to be 
seen in that position. 

(v) . The action taken by the CHPT to go up in appeal to a Division Bench cannot 

be faulted. There is no way in which the impugned order could have been 
challenged in the forum of this Authority. 

Incidentally, there is also an observation in the impugned order that there could 
be no retrospective prescription of tariffs. But, according to the Ministry of Law, 
this Authority has the power in special circumstances to notify tariff rates with 
retrospective effect also. In the event, it is best that a proper Appellate 
Authority decides on this issue also. 

If there is to be any parallel proceedings in the forum of this Authority without 
prejudice to the merits of the appeal filed by the CHPT, it can best be so only in 
pursuance of a directive to that effect from the Division Bench concerned. 
Otherwise, the vulnerability/sensitivity cited in paragraph (iv) above will still 
loom as a hurdle for this Authority to intervene. 

The Petitioners will, therefore, be well advised to approach the Division Bench 
concerned for such a directive. 

(vi) . It can possibly be argued that there will be no legal hurdle to the CHPT 

approaching this Authority for a prospective prescription of the tariff in this 
case. But, as has been contended by the CHPT, it will have two real difficulties 
to reckon with in such a contingency: 

(a) , There can be an audit objection about the sudden reversal of its stand. 

(b) . Any acceptance of a lower rate (even) prospectively can have a 

repercussion of weakening its appeal case before the Division Bench. 
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(vii). The CSAA and other users have advanced arguments about the CHPT being 
duty bound not only to receive containers but also to provide for reasonable 
storage facilities, there being enough off-dock CFSs now, etc. In the backdrop 
of the legal position described above, it is not necessary for this Authority at 
this stage to go into the merits of the case. 


(viii). Some of the user-bodies have pleaded that, in the alternative, this Authority 
may arbitrate in the matter. This is not possible since, for arbitration, both the 
parties have to consent; and, equally importantly, this Authority is an 
adjudicative and not an arbitral body. 

9. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective 

application of mind, this Authority decides that it is not legally appropriate for it to intervene in 
the matter at this stage. That being so, the representation of the Chennai Steamer Agents’ 
Association is rejected. 


S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
[ Advt/I I I/I V/ 1 43/2000/Ext y. ] 
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